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Figure 34. In-place gas resource estimates for target shale formations (Huron, Rhinestreet, Marcellus) in areas of Devonian Siltstone and Shale 
and Marcellus Shale Assessment Units. Data are from Lewin and Associates (1983); Kuuskraa and Wicks (1984); Kuuskraa and others (1985); 
and Tetra Tech (undated). 


